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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable. 

Display Conditions: 
Not Applicable. 

Descriptive Note: 
Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The magazine entitled Buttman Volume.1 No.2, also known as Buttman Volume 1 
Number2, is classified as: 

Objectionable. 

The magazine is dominated by photographs explicitly depicting male-to-female and 
female-to-female sexual activity and women displaying themselves in an explicitly 
sexual manner. The rest of the magazine is made up of sexually explicit text, including 
editorials, articles, a fictional story, letters from readers, interviews, and a sexually 
explicit fantastical cartoon. 

The magazine deals exclusively with depicting or describing sex in an explicit manner. 
Most noticeable is the magazine’s overwhelming focus on depicting or describing 
women’s anuses, and anal intercourse and anilingus in particular. This includes a 
number of close focus photographs of women’s splayed and distorted anuses, 
immediately following penetration. It also includes a prolific number of close focus 
photographs of women’s gaping and distorted anuses which have been splayed 
specifically for the camera, and thus present as being done for the benefit of the 
viewer. These photographs are complemented by the magazine’s text which 
frequently refers to women’s gaping anuses. The editor’s ‘obsession’ with women’s 
anuses adds to the magazine’s overall degrading, demeaning and dehumanising tone. 

The pervasive attention given to women’s body parts in a sexually arousing manner 
degrades, dehumanises and demeans the women presented to a significant degree. 
Women are effectively presented only in terms of their displayed body parts and 
orifices for male sexual arousal and gratification. 

The extent, degree and manner in which the magazine degrades, dehumanises and 
demeans women and the extent, degree and manner in which it depicts sexual 
conduct of a degrading, dehumanising and demeaning nature is considered to be such 
that its availability is likely to be injurious to the public good. 
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The provisions in the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 (NZBR Act) have also been 
considered in determining the classification. An objectionable classification places a 
limit on si4 of the NZBR Act. However, given the highly degrading, dehumanising and 
demeaning elements, an objectionable classification is considered to be a reasonable 
and demonstrably justified limit on the freedoms expressed in si 4. 
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